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l. INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

This Initial Study of environmental impactsis being prepared to conform to the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of
Regulations 815000 et. seq.), and the regulations and policies of the City of San José. This Initia
Study evaluates the potential environmental impacts which might reasonably be anticipated to result
from the development of single family residential units on the site. The 1.74-acre site is bounded by
residential uses, Cherry Avenue, and Hicks Avenue in the City of San Jose.

According to the City’s General Plan Discretionary Alternate Use Policy on Surplus Public/Quasi-
Public and Public Parks/Open Space Land, an alternate use of property designated for Public/Quasi-
Public or Public Parks and Open Space use may be approved under Planned Devel opment zoning
without an amendment to the Land Use/Transportation Diagram if such alternate use is compatible
with existing and planned uses on neighboring properties and is consistent with applicable General
Plan policies. The determination of such compatibility and consistency includes consideration of
whether the site, in light of the overall planning for the surrounding area, would more appropriately
be designated for uses of a public, quasi-public or recreational nature.

The project site is designated Public/Quasi-Public. The project proposes to develop eight single
family detached residential unitson the site. Single family residential uses are adjacent to the north,
south and west of the site. The development of single family detached houses on the proposed site
would be compatible with existing neighborhood land uses. For these reasons, the proposed project
is consistent with the General Plan’s Discretionary Alternate Use Policy concerning Surplus
Public/Quasi-Public and Public Parks/Open Space Land.

The objective of the proposed project is to replace the Gateway Community Church with eight single
family detached houses.

City of San José Initial Study
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[I.  PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. PROJECT LOCATION

The 1.74-acre siteis located at 1952 Hicks Avenue in San Jose. The siteis bounded by single family
detached residential uses to the north, south and west and school fields to the east. Regional and
vicinity maps of the site are shown on Figures 1 and 2, respectively. An aerial photograph showing
surrounding land usesis shown on Figure 3.

The proposed project site is surrounded by Public/Quasi-Public, Low Density Residential (5 DU/AC)
and Very Low Density Residential (2 DU/AC) land uses.

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project would include eight single family detached homes, associated driveways and
parking, and landscaping on the site. Approximately 27 percent of the project site would be occupied
with buildings, 16 percent by parking and driveways, and 47 percent with landscaping and open
space. The conceptual site plan for the proposed project is shown in Figure 4.

The project proposes eight, two-story, houses with a maximum elevation of 35 feet (see Figure 5).
The houses would range from 3,752 square feet to 4,039 square feet in size. Each unit would include
two to three car garages. Eight additional off-street parking spaces would also be provided along the
private street.

Access to the site would be provided via Cherry Avenue and Hicks Avenue. Vehicular circulation
through most of the site would be provided by a private street a ong the northern portion of the site,
ranging from 35.0 feet to 19.5 feet wide. Off-street parking, access to private driveways and
sidewalks would be located along the private street. Access to the private street and units one and
two would be from Cherry Avenue. Units seven and eight on Figure 4 would be directly accessed
from Hicks Avenue.

City of San José Initial Study
Lands of Gateway Community Church 2 October 2003



ALTO g
4(444 ) 101 >
X, z
N, Y b
& 450 MOUNTAI
by K VIEW
&
P‘?‘P\S &
&, LOS
& ALTOS %
g‘) %
2, g
LOS ALTOS 2
HILLS =
280,
2 MILES
ﬁ

* PROJECT SITE

SAN FRANCISCO BAY MILPITAS
RS\ SAN
AER FRANCISCO4
Y“\'
A C 680 2
S~dv. % <
I O <&
L? (SEKe) Z ,‘;"\"
= s < w0
> \& & N
237 x|l & OGN ¢
< < <
% )) \J«/\
&J‘ % $ LOS
"x ) 880, .
'N\Q\“ 5 S Ry Q% ANGELES
CENTR A o
AL DY AN %‘b
PS AN SAN DIEGOLs
SUNNYVALE JPWY. S JOSE &Y &
A“’ <(f<'
CAMINO g & S
g’ = ANTA % 774,0
o w
o« s = CLARA %
w w 4 . < o
2 Z 2 O
z REAL 62 S 555 NP o
E = \“\P Od\
Z wi ) &
=) o \N\
©| HOMESTEAD RD.Y 9 W
e DA < =
% =
(_”\ Qs <
STEVENS CREEK BLVD. &\ umey| ro.
&@4/ pr
CUPERTINO ”@4, < ABORN N BL:
& S ® = 87 % powLER B
z g & >
= o)
= = o g %) . X2
;4 z = > Z ¢ & %)
< 2 z @ S LEg o N\ SUEN B~ D
m > . o & 4
m w < A < o
4 : X % 101 =
< £ 3 = &L & «
It & sl = oY <
o Aa 2! e 2 %
':: AV ((}, Z N
< CAMPBELL R & AN P
- O(,V N/ s Z/~ Q
4 5 BRANHAM LN. A
SARATOGA| 4 & (7 °
s 7, <
S ~ &
3% &
GATOS " N
S
9 % 3 J"<I/\/
BLOSSOM m 5 TA___TERESA _ BLVD.
z
Z,

REGIONAL MAP

FIGURE 1




b0
Q\O Willow Glen .
?&X,\(\ High School
Nl C and Willow Glen
OQ\ Plus High School
\ 1w Gien®
22N\ Willow Glen
KK Middle School

ATHLETIC

Liberty .
High School

WALLENBERG

Scale: 1"=+535' ¢

\

VICINITY MAP

FIGURE 2




Slngle Famlly
Detached

L’_ Residential
i |l

Single- Famlly
Detached
R esidential

- S mgle Famlly
Detached
Re5|dent|al

E xisting
Church
B uilding |

= .

H1S ingle-Family
Detached
R esidential

S chool

| Athletic

F|eId

== mm Project Boundary
Scale: 1"=+160"

i Photo Date: Aug. 2002

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH

FIGURE 3




[ E T T

ES

- — — — o — —

-
o
[
:
P
_ | & ]
| I
g | m
= _ =
B~
S 1o I 0
__..u ] " SR - — ﬁli:
e _ | -.L’T‘ _y . W
z _ — -
i & a 3
AL I @ =
L ﬂ .-
“ .u ] -
L — - I = .
u..r wU’:r- TL w”.;.f,;.r "
i~
m _|. : — .n.u|..u-
& B ¥
X =] | - _ =
= Y o
: 5 7
"._ 4 ._I JAF——] m
— | -
=] u | T
| w_ e
i L K1
W _W.. m ..l.._
= 3 . - \\
o |
| : Ve
_ : -~
- = _ Mt . ....\\..
£ | ! P e—8
_ 3 | _.MF !
| .._l..rr _@ n h“ m
1 T
“ M._“ m m L
" 1 =
| | &
I [#4]
" | S iad
Y 9
7 m .:-_..ﬂ ”._"_u.nn
I oot o shenl i Snimpun
= T W TR O e
b ———- - SNV SHTIH
-7 h.l — ._. S— - — m — - ..m [ —
s |
S E, - < [ .
— ||||r,,.H,, W 7 e e T Hlulqul. -
8 ON LoveL] ) ' 2 . T _
G _ _ 54 ‘ON LOVEL :

I

FIGURE 4

CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN




; rd
_F'_'_.-""""'-\.\-_ﬂ"' #irans arrm
T ,/ T .
- - HHM-FW
"_..-"" _.__I__--" -/.’/ r"'\-\.\\_‘_\_\-
L"'ﬂf I_.a-""fr - / Hx._l
= T .
|i . ‘ ' LJ { i
J-'"—.-FF----_ 8 — o -H-\-\""'\-\_
. L i -_H:E._q_\_i:'
= |Em 0

e
=

[USHT SIDE CLEVATION sca e |44 =|'-2!

LEFT SIDE ELEVATION scals [/4"=]'-0"

o ——

FRONT Bl PVATION sccle

I.'ll.'d-l rll-l::‘"

TYPICAL HOUSING ELEVATIONS

FIGURE 5




C.

PROJECT OBJECTIVE

The objective of the project isto replace the existing church with eight single-family, infill
residential units,

D.

CONSISTENCY WITH ADOPTED PLANSAND POLICIES

1. Regional Plans

Bay Area 2000 Clean Air Plan
Bay Area Air Quality Management District

The 2000 Clean Air Plan (00 CAP) established regional policies and guidelines to meet the
requirements of the Clean Air Act, as amended through 1990. The Bay Areaisanon-
attainment area for ozone and PM 4, since state standards are exceeded for these pollutants.

The Bay Area ‘00 Clean Air Plan was adopted in 2000. It outlines measures and
improvements to help the Bay Area comply with the State’ s ozone standard, and is the
current regional strategy for improving air quality. The Plan proposes the adoption of
transportation, mobile source and stationary source controls on a variety of pollutant sources
to offset population growth and provide improvement in air quality. The consistency of the
proposed project with thisregional plan is primarily a question of the consistency with the
popul ation/employment assumptions utilized in developing the Plan. The ‘00 CAP was
based on the City’s General Plan in effect at the time the CAP was approved.

Consistency: The proposed project would contribute to a slight increase in traffic on local
streets and on the regional transportation network. Construction activities associated with
the future development of the proposed project would temporarily increase traffic in the
project vicinity.

The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan Discretionary Alternate Use Policy
regarding Surplus Public/Quasi-Public and Public Parks/Open Space Land. To the extent
that growth projectionsin the Clean Air Plan are based on the existing General Plan
buildout and the General Plan takes into account discretionary uses, the proposed project is
consistent with the’00 CAP.

San Francisco Bay Region Water Quality Control Plan

The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) has developed and adopted a Water
Quality Control Plan (the Plan) for the San Francisco Bay region. The Plan is amaster policy
document that contains descriptions of the legal, technical, and programmatic bases of water
quality regulations in the San Francisco Bay region. The RWQCB first adopted a water
quality control plan in 1975 and the last major revision was adopted in 1995.

The Plan provides a program of actions designed to preserve and enhance water quality and
to protect beneficial uses based upon the requirements of the Porter-Cologne Act. It meets
the requirements of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and establishes
conditions related to discharges that must be met at all times.

City of San José Initial Study
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The implementation portion of the Plan includes descriptions of specific actions to be taken
by local public entities and industries to comply with the policies and objectives of the Plan.
These include measures for urban runoff management and agricultural wastewater
management. As of June 2002, the Plan also includes an amendment which requires the
identification of Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLSs) for each water-body within the
jurisdiction of the RWQCB. A TMDL defines the specified maximum amount of a pollutant
which can be discharged into the water-body from all combined sources. These water-body
specific targets are considered necessary by the EPA in order to attain water quality standards
in an impaired watercourse.

Consistency: Approximately 75 percent of the site is currently paved and developed. The
undevel oped portion of the siteis barren, except for seven trees on the northeast portion of
the site. With the proposed landscaping and open space areas, the proposed project would
decrease the amount of impervious surfaces, and therefore, would reduce the amount of
runoff fromthe site. New development, on the site would conform to the requirements of the
City of San José regarding erosion and sedimentation control during construction, including
preparation and conformance with a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP),
which identifies specific measures for reducing construction and post construction impacts.
Any new development would also be subject to Best Management Practices (BMPs), which
would likely improve the condition of storm water runoff, as compared to existing conditions.

Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program

The Santa Clara Valley Urban Runoff Pollution Prevention Program (SCVURPPP),
previously called the Santa Clara Valley Non-Point Source Program, was developed in
accordance with the requirements of the 1986 San Francisco Bay Basin Water Quality
Control Plan, for the purpose of reducing water pollution associated with urban storm water
runoff. This program was also designed to fulfill the requirements of Section 304 (1) of the
Federal Clean Water Act, which mandated that the EPA develop National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit application requirements for various storm
water discharges, including those from municipal storm drain systems and construction sites.

Further runoff protection measures were approved in October 2001, when the RWQCB
approved an amendment to the NPDES permit number CAS 029718, Provision C.3. This
amendment requires all new and redevel opment projects that result in the addition or
replacement of impervious surfaces totaling 43,560 square feet (one-acre) or more, to be
designed with BMPs that reduce storm water pollution to the maximum extent practicable
through source control measures and storm water treatment measures.

Consistency: Development on the site will be required to implement erosion control and
storm water management practices during project construction, in accordance with the
SCVURPPP and NPDES permit requirements. Potential impacts to the water quality of
runoff could occur during construction. Runoff-borne pollution and associated impacts
would increase both during and after construction of future development on the site. Section
I1.H. Hydrology and Water Quality of this Initial Sudy identifies programmatic mitigation
measur es, including conformance with the SCVURPPP, that will serve to reduce water
quality impacts from the proposed devel opment.

City of San José Initial Study
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2. L ocal Plans
City of San José 2020 General Plan

The City of San José's General Plan is an adopted statement of goals and policies for the
future character and quality of development of the community. All major strategies are
designed to reinforce and support each other for internal consistency. Thefollowingisa
summary of relevant sections of the General Plan that would apply to the proposed project.

Major Strategies
Economic Development Strategy

The Economic Development Strategy goals and policies are necessitated by an existing local
government tax structure base which requires cities to maximize tax revenue from non-
residential development to support the services required by residential land uses. Currently,
the City of San José provides affordable housing for employment opportunities in other
cities, and is deficient in terms of job growth. The City’ s past development pattern has
resulted in an inadequate tax base for providing service levels, and has contributed to the
countywide traffic congestion conditions. The City’s Economic Development Strategy
strives to make San José amore “balanced community” by: 1) encouraging more commercial
and industrial growth to balance existing residential development; 2) equitably distributing
job centers and residential areas; and 3) controlling the timing of development. This concept
is generally known as the jobs/housing balance.

Consistency: By adding residential units to the site, the proposed project would slightly
increase the amount of housing and contribute to the worsening of San José' s existing
jobs/housing imbalance. The proposed project, therefore, would not be consistent with the
Economic Development Strategy.

Housing Major Strategy

The goals of the City of San José s Housing Strategy include improving San Jose' s existing
housing resources, meeting the housing needs of all segments of the community, and
providing avariety of housing types within the community for al economic levels. The
Genera Plan states that sound growth should be encouraged in the City by designated
suitable vacant or underutilized sites for new residential development. The General Plan
Housing Strategy encourages 1) a variety of housing types, 2) the development of mixed

uses, 3) development in downtown core areas, and 4) requirements of developers for projects
with ten or more dwelling units to provide at least 10% of their units at rents or pricesthat are
affordable to low and moderate income households, provided that Redevel opment Agency
housing funds are available.

Consistency: The proposed project would allow eight single family detached houses at an
infill location in San José. The project is consistent with the City of San José' s Housing
Major Strategy.

City of San José Initial Study
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Sustainable City Strategy

The Sustainable City Major Strategy is a statement of San Jos€' s commitment to becoming
an environmentally and economically sustainable city. Programs promoted under this
strategy include recycling, waste disposal, water conservation, transportation demand
management, and energy efficiency. The Sustainable City Strategy is intended to support
these efforts by ensuring that development is designed and built in a manner consistent with
the efficient use of resources and environmental protection.

Consistency: Development on this site would be designed to conform to adopted San José
2020 General Plan policies. Compliance with those policies will ensure that the project will
be designed to reduce traffic congestion and corresponding air pollution, and environmental
degradation. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with the Sustainable City
Strategy, as described in the San José 2020 General Plan.

Growth Management

The purpose of the Growth Management Major Strategy is to find the delicate balance
between the need to house new population and the need to balance the City’ s budget, while
providing acceptable levels of service. The City’s strategy for growth management can best
be described as the prudent location of new development to maximize the efficient use of
urban facilities and services, and, to this end, the General Plan encourages infill development
within urbanized areas.

Consistency: Theproject siteisan “infill” site, located within an urbanized area of San
José. Therefore, development of the site with residential land uses would be consistent with
the City’ s Growth Management strategy.

Goals and Policies
Community Development

Residential Land Use goals and policies reflect the City’ s desire to preserve the environment
and livability of existing residential neighborhoods and to promote higher density residential
development that preserves existing neighborhood character and community resources.
Additionally, the Residential Land Use goals and policies reflect concerns for the protection
of neighborhoods from incompatible land uses, the adequacy of public facilities and services,
and protection from hazards. These goals and policies are primarily guidelines for the
development of residential neighborhoods and proximate land uses.

The City’ s goals for residential development are to provide a high quality living environment
that maintains the character of existing neighborhoods in an areathat is compatible with
surrounding land uses; is protected from hazards; and that will ensure that the lands
designated for residential use will maximize the City’s housing supply.

Consistency: The proposed project would be consistent with the City' s Residential Land
Use goal of land use compatibility. The siteis adjacent to residential uses on the north,
south, and west. The siteis not adjacent to industrial uses and would not likely expose future
residents to hazardous materials. For these reasons, the proposed project would be
consistent with the Residential Land Use goals and policies.

City of San José Initial Study
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Balanced Community Policy #1

The Balanced Community policy of the General Plan states that the city should foster
development patterns that will achieve awhole and complete community in San José, and
improve the balance between jobs and housing development, particularly with improving the
balance between housing resources and aresident work force. Currently, more San José
residents travel outside the City for their jobs, which results in a housing rich city. A perfect
bal ance between jobs and housing may not be achievable, but the City should attempt to
improve this balance to the greatest extent feasible.

The proposed project would allow the site to be developed with eight residential units, thus
dlightly affecting the current jobs/housing imbalance.

Consistency: The proposed project would result in a net increase of eight residential houses
and the loss of jobs associated with the existing church. The proposed devel opment would
not be consistent with the Balanced Community Policy.

Land Use/Transportation Diagram

The land use goals in the General Plan are structured to promote efficient and compatible use
of land through protection of desirable uses, orderly development and consideration of the
community’s future needs. Elements of these goals and policies promote higher density
residential development at infill locations that are convenient to transit.

The site is designated as Public/Quasi-Public. This category is used to designate public land
uses, including schools, homeless shelters, libraries, fire stations, water treatment facilities,
and governmental offices.

According to the City’s General Plan Discretionary Alternate Use Policy on Surplus
Public/Quasi-Public and Public Parks/Open Space Land, an alternate use of property
designated for Public/Quasi-Public or Public Parks and Open Space use may be approved
under Planned Development zoning without an amendment to the Land Use/Transportation
Diagram if such alternate use is compatible with existing and planned uses on neighboring
properties and is consistent with applicable General Plan policies.

The project proposes to develop eight single family detached residential units on the site.
Single family residential uses are adjacent to the north, south and west of the site. The
development of single family detached houses on the proposed site would be compatible with
existing neighborhood land uses. For these reasons, the proposed project is consistent with
the General Plan’s Discretionary Alternate Use Policy and the Land Use/Transportation
Diagram.

Consistency: The project would be consistent with the Land Use/Transportation Diagram.
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1. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION

This section describes the existing environmental conditions on and near the subject site, aswell as
environmental impacts associated with the proposed project. The environmental checklist, as
recommended in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, identifies
environmental impacts that could occur if the proposed project isimplemented. The right-hand
column in the checklist lists the source(s) for the answer to each question. The sources cited are
identified at the end of the checklist. Where appropriate, this section includes an explanation for
those adver se impacts determined to be less than significant.

A. AESTHETICS

1. Setting

The proposed 1.74-acre site is within a public/quasi-public and residential area of San Jose.
The site and the surrounding area are flat, and as aresult, the site isonly visible from the
immediate area. The siteis currently occupied by an approximately 10,000 square foot
church, surface parking and minimal landscaping. The northeast corner of the siteis barren,
except for seven trees. Several skateboard ramps and a basketball hoop are also present in
thisarea. The siteisbordered to the north, south and west by two-story single family
detached residential uses (see Photos 1-8).

The siteis not located within a scenic viewshed or along a scenic highway.

2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion
AESTHETICS
Less Than
Potentially  Significant Less Than Beneficial | Information

Significant With Significant No Impact

Impact Mitigation  Impact Impact | Source(s)

Incorporated
Would the project:
1) Haveasubstantial adverse effect on L] L] X L] L] 1,2
ascenic vista?
2) Substantially damage scenic ] O X L] L] 1,2

resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state
scenic highway?

3) Substantially degrade the existing O O X ] O 1,2
visua character or quality of the
site and its surroundings?

4) Create anew source of substantial L] L] X L] L] 1
light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

City of San José Initial Study
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Photo 1 - View of site and existing Church building from Hicks Avenue, looking northeast.

-

Photo 2 - View of adjacent residences from Hicks Avenue, looking southeast.

PHOTOS 1 AND 2




Photo 3 - View of rear of church and parking lot, taken from southeastern portion
of the site, looking northwest.

Photo 4 - View of northeastern portion of the site looking northeast, towards Cherry
Avenue. The existing skateboard ramps on the site are shown in the foreground.
Willow Glen High S chool, Middle S chool, and athletic field can be seen in the
background of the photo.

PHOTOS 3 AND 4




Photo 5 - View of northeastern portion of the site, looking towards Cherry Avenue.

Photo 6 - View from Cherry Avenue, looking northeast at schools’ athletic field.

PHOTOS 5 AND 6
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Photo 8 - View of adjacent properties on Cherry Avenue, looking southeast.

PHOTOS 7 AND 8




Discussion:
Changein Visual Character

The proposed project would allow for the construction of eight two-story single family
houses on a 1.74-acre site within an urban area of San José. The proposed development
would change the visual conditions of the project site. However, the siteis only visible from
the surrounding roadways (Hicks Avenue and Cherry Avenue) and adjacent land uses. Most
of the surrounding land uses are single family residential. Development of two-story single
family housing units would not be inconsistent with the scale of the surrounding
development. Given the developed nature of the site and the fact that there are no scenic
corridors or resources present at the site, the project would not result in significant visual or
aesthetic impacts. No scenic vistas or resources would be impacted as aresult of this project.

Light and Glare I mpacts
The project would include light fixtures attached to exterior walls of the proposed houses.
Adjacent usesto the proposed site are set back by roads to the north, east and west. No other
additional lighting is proposed. The project’s lighting would not result in significant new
light and glare impacts.

3. Conclusion

Development of the proposed project would not result in significant visual or aesthetic
impacts. (Less Than Significant | mpact)
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AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

1. Setting

The proposed project site islocated within an public/quasi-public and residential area of San
José. According to the Santa Clara County Important Farmland 2000 map, the proposed
project areais designated Urban and Built-up Land.

Urban and Built-up Land is classified as residential land with a density of at least six units
per ten-acre parcel, as well as land used for industrial and commercia purposes, golf courses,
landfills, airports, sewage treatment and water control structures.

2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than

Potentially ~Significant Less Than

Significant
Impact

With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Significant No Impact
Impact

Beneficia
Impact

Information

Source(s)

Would the project:

1) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?
Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or aWilliamson
Act contract?

Involve other changesin the
existing environment which, due

to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of Farmland,

to non-agricultural use?

2)

3)

O

O

L] X

O

Discussion:

The proposed siteislocated in an urban area of San José and is hot currently

used for agricultural purposes. On the Santa Clara County Important Farmland 2000 map,
the property is not listed as Prime Farmland, Farmland with Statewide Importance, Unique
Farmland or Farmland of Local Importance. No farmland or lands under Williamson Act
contract are present in the general area. Therefore, the proposed project site is not located on
agricultural land, and the project would not result in any impact to agricultural resources.

3. Conclusion

The proposed project would have no adverse impacts on agricultural land or agricultural

activities. (No Impact)

City of San José
Lands of Gateway Community Church

19

Initial Study
October 2003



C. AIR QUALITY

1. Setting

Air quality and the amount of a given pollutant in the atmosphere are determined by the
amount of pollutant released and the atmosphere’ s ability to transport and dilute the pollutant.
The major determinants of transport and dilution are wind, atmospheric stability, terrain and
for photochemical pollutants, sunshine.

The Bay Areatypicaly has moderate ventilation, frequent inversions that restrict vertical
dilution, and terrain that restricts horizontal dilution. These factors give the Bay Areaa
relatively high atmospheric potential for pollution.

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) isthe local agency authorized
to regulate stationary air quality sourcesin the Bay Area. The BAAQMD monitors air
quality at several locations within the San Francisco Bay Air Basin. The nearest monitoring
site to the project site is located in downtown San Jose, on Fourth Street. Exceedances of
state and federal standards at the Fourth Street monitoring site during 1993-1996 and 1998-
1999 periods were due to ozone and PM 1o levels above the state standard. Violations of the
carbon monoxide standards were recorded prior to 1992.

Of the three pollutants known at times to exceed the state and federal standards in the project
area, two are regional pollutants. Both ozone and PM 4, are considered regional pollutantsin
that concentrations are not determined by proximity to individual sources, but show arelative
uniformity over aregion. Thethird pollutant, carbon monoxide, is considered alocal
pollutant because elevated concentrations are usually only found near the source.

The Federal Clean Air Act and the California Clean Air Act of 1988 require that the State Air
Resources Board, based on air quality monitoring data, designate portions of the state, where
the federal or state ambient air quality standards are not met, as “nonattainment areas.”
Because of the differences between the national and state standards, the designation of
nonattainment areas is different under the federal and state legislation. Under the California
Clean Air Act, Santa Clara County is classified as a nonattainment area for ozone and PM 1.
The county is either in attainment or unclassified for other pollutants.

Sensitive Receptors

The BAAQMD defines sensitive receptors as facilities where sensitive receptor population
groups (children, the elderly, the acutely ill and the chronically ill) are likely to be located.
These land uses included residences, school playgrounds, child-care centers, retirement
homes, convalescent homes, hospitals and medical clinics. Sensitive receptors near the
project site include the residential uses adjacent to the north, south and west, and Willow
Glen Middle and High School, located approximately 0.2 miles east of the site.
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2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

AIR QUALITY
Less Than
Potentially  Significant Less Than - :
Significar?t With Significant NoImpact Beneficial (Information
Impact Mitigation  Impact Impact | Source(s)
Incorporated
Would the project:
1) Conflict with or obstruct ] ] = ] ] 1,4
implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?
2) Violate any air quality standard or ] ] X ] ] 4
contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality
violation?
3) Resultinacumulatively L] L] Y L] L] 4
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the
project region is classified as non-
attainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality
standard including releasing
emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors?
4) Expose sensitive receptors to L] L] X L] L] 4
substantial pollutant concentrations?
5) Create objectionable odors affecting L] L] L] X L] 1,4
asubstantial number of people?

Discussion:
Regional and Local | mpacts

The project proposes to construct residential uses on a currently developed public/quasi-
public site within an urban area. The BAAQMD has established thresholds for what would
typically be considered a significant addition to existing air pollution. A project that
generates more than 80 pounds per day of reactive organic gases (ROG) is considered to have
apotentially significant impact on regional air quality, according to the BAAQMD CEQA
guidelines. The BAAQMED generally does not recommended a detailed air quality analysis
for projects generating less than 2,000 vehicle trips per day, unless warranted by the specific
nature of the project setting.

The proposed project would construct eight residential units on the site. The project is
anticipated to generate approximately 76 Average Daily Trips (ADTs).> Because the number
of project-generated traffic trips falls well below the BAAQMD’s potential impact threshold,
an analysisis not required, and the project is assumed to result in less than significant long-
term air quality impacts.

' BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines, Dec. 1999.
2 |nstitute of Transportation Engineers. Trip Generation. (#DU) x (9.55 trip generation for single family
detached/DU)
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Construction-Related Impacts

Construction activities such as earthmoving, excavating, and grading operations, construction
vehicle traffic and wind blowing over exposed earth would generate exhaust emissions and
fugitive particul ate matter emissions that would affect local and regional air quality.
Construction activities are also a source of organic gas emissions. Solventsin adhesives,
non-water based paints, thinners, some insulating materials, and caulking materials would
evaporate into the atmosphere and would participate in the photochemical reaction that
creates urban ozone. Asphalt used in paving is also a source of organic gases for a short time
after its application.

Construction dust could affect local air quality at various times during construction of the
project. Thedry, windy climate of the area during the summer months creates a high
potential for dust generation when and if underlying soils are exposed to the atmosphere.

The effects of construction activities would be increased dustfall and locally elevated levels
of PM;o downwind of construction activity. Construction dust has the potential for creating a
nuisance at nearby properties. Thisimpact is considered potentially significant.

I mpact: Construction of the proposed project could result in significant short-term air
quality impacts associated with dust generation.

Mitigation: The BAAQMD has prepared alist of feasible construction dust control
measures that can reduce construction impacts to alevel that isless than significant. The
following construction practices would be implemented during all phases of construction on
the project site:

Use dust-proof chutes for loading construction debris onto trucks.

Water or cover stockpiles of debris, soil, sand or other materials that can be blown by
the wind.

Cover al trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials or require al trucksto
maintain at least two feet of freeboard.

Sweep daily (preferably with water sweepers) all paved access roads, parking areas
and staging areas at construction sites.

Sweep streets daily or apply non-toxic soil binders to exposed stockpiles (dirt, sand,
etc.).

Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public
roadways.

Replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.

3. Conclusion

The proposed project would not result in significant long-term air quality impacts.
Implementation of the above described mitigation measures would reduce local air quality
impacts associated with the construction of the proposed project to aless than significant
level. (Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation I ncor por ated)
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D. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

1. Setting

The project siteis located within a developed area of San Jose. The project site is primarily
covered by impervious surfaces, including an existing church and surface parking.
Landscaping, including lawns, small shrubs, and flowers, is present in front of the church on
the southwest portion of the site, along Hicks Avenue. Small bushes and flowers are spaced
along the northern and southern borders of the site. There are seven trees on the northeast
portion of the site.

City of San José Tree Ordinance

The City of San José Tree Ordinance defines an ordinance-sized tree as “ any woody
perennial plant characterized by having a main stem or trunk which measures 56 inches or
greater in circumference at a height of 24 inches above natural grade slope”. A tree removal
permit is required from the City for the removal of ordinance-sized trees. Table 1 shows that
one of the seven trees on the site is ordinance-size.

TABLE 1: TREE SURVEY

Tree# | Common Name | Scientific Name Dlame'f’er Comments Planned
@ 24 Removal

1 Silver Wattle Acacia decurrens 37 No

2 Silver Wattle | Acacia decurrens 25 No

3 Silver Wattle | Acacia decurrens 38 No

4 Silver Wattle Acacia decurrens 32,53 Multi-stem No

5 Silver Wattle Acacia decurrens 41,36 Multi-stem No

6 Coast Live Oak | Quercus agrifolia 21 No

7 Coast Live Oak | Quercusagrifolia 65 Yes

City of San José Heritage Trees

Under the City of San José Municipal Code, Section 13.28.330 and Section 13.32.090,
specific trees are found, because of factors including, but not limited to, their history, girth,
height, species or unique quality, to have a special significance to the community and are
designated Heritage Trees. There were no heritage trees identified on the project site.
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2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less Than

Potentially ~Significant Less Than

Significant
Impact

With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Significant No Impact
Impact

Beneficia
Impact

Information

Source(s)

Would the project:

1) Haveasubstantial adverse effect,
either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive,
or special status speciesin local or
regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
Have a substantial adverse effect on
any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community
identified in local or regiona plans,
policies, regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect
on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but
not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?
Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident
or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as atree preservation
policy or ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

O

O

L] X

O

1,2

1,2
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Discussion:  The wildlife most often associated with developed areas are those that are
most tolerant of periodic human disturbances, including several introduced species such as
European Starlings, Rock Doves, House Mice, and Norway Rats. Native speciesthat are able
to utilize these habitats include Western Fence Lizards, American Robins, Brewer’'s
Blackbirds, Northern M ockingbirds, Mourning Doves, House Finches, and Striped Skunks.

There were no unique biological features observed on the site. No endangered, threatened,
special status animal or plant species, or important wildlife breeding, nesting or feeding areas
were observed on the site. No riparian corridor habitats are present on the site or in the
vicinity. The proposed project does not conflict with any conservation plans.

Ordinance-Size Trees
The proposed project would retain trees numbered one through six and remove tree seven

(refer to Table 1 and Figure 6). The project would result in the removal of an ordinance-size
tree. A treeremoval permit may be required from the City for the removal of ordinance-

Sized trees.
Impact: Construction on the project site would result in the removal of one ordinance-
sizetree on the site.

Mitigation:  Implementation of the following mitigation measures will reduce impacts of
removing trees to aless than significant level:

The ordinance-size tree to be removed as part of the project would be replaced with
24-inch box specimen tree at aratio of four to one (4 replacements: 1 removed), in
accordance with City of San Jose Planning Department guidelines. In the casethat a
non-ordinance size tree is removed, it will be replaced at aratio of two to one (2
replacements: 1 removed).

The planting area would be graded as required to provide appropriate topography and
hydrology for the planting.

Soils would be amended, as necessary.
3. Conclusion
With implementation of the above mitigation measures, the project would not result in

significant impacts to biological resources. (Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation
I ncor por ated)
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E. CULTURAL RESOURCES

The following discussion is based on a historical evaluation prepared for this project by Preservation
Architecture in October 2003 and an archaeological sensitivity map by Basin Research Associates,
Inc. in March 1993. The historical report is provided in Appendix A of thisInitial Study.

1. Setting

The 1.74-acre project site is adevel oped parcel in San José, located approximately 0.3 miles
southeast of Dry Creek. The existing church was constructed in 1958 and rear additions were
constructed in 1972 (refer to Photos 1 and 3).

Historic Resour ces

Based upon the historical evaluation completed by Preservation Architecture, the Gateway
Community Church site and building are not eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places, the California Register of Historic Resources, or the City of San José' s criteriafor
historic resources.

Because the church isless than 50 years of age and has no exceptional cultural or historical
importance, it does not qualify for the National Register of Historic Places. The church does
not qualify for the California Register of Historic Resources because the building is not
significant in the context of local or regional history, isnot associated with historically
important persons, and does not meet the threshold of architectural interest or significance.
To qualify for a Contributing Structure or Structure of Merit, a building must score a
minimum of 33 points on the City’s historic resource inventory; the Gateway Community
Church scored 29.62 points and therefore, does not meet this threshold.

Pr ehistoric Resour ces

The project site has no known or recorded archaeological sites or features
(villages/settlements, adobes, trails), and the site is not considered archaeol ogically sensitive.
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2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially ~ Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation  Impact
Incorporated

Would the project: L] L] X L] L] 1,5

1) Causeasubstantial adverse change 12
in the significance of an historical
resource as defined in 815064.5?

2) Cause asubstantial adverse change L] L] X L] L] 5
in the significance of an
archaeological resource asdefined in
§15064.57

3) Directly or indirectly destroy a L] L] X L] L] 1,5
unique paleontological resource or
site, or unique geologic feature?

4) Disturb any human remains, L] L] X L] L] 5
including those interred outside of
formal cemeteries?

Beneficia |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Discussion:
Historic Resour ces

For the reasons mentioned above, the existing Gateway Community Church and property do
not have historical significance at the national, state or city level. Demolition of the existing
structure and development of the proposed project would have no impact on historic
resources.

Prehistoric Resour ces

Due to the lack of recorded cultural resources on or near the site, the general area has alow
potential for containing buried or obscured archaeological resources. Development of this
property is not anticipated to impact archaeological resources. However, should any
archaeological resource be found during grading operations, their disturbance would be a
significant impact.

Impact: Although the site is not within an archaeologically sensitive area and there are no
known archaeological resources on the site, there is a potential to uncover previously
unrecorded prehistoric or historic cultural resources during ground disturbing construction
activities.
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Mitigation: The following measures would be incorporated as part of the project in the
unlikely event that historic or prehistoric resources are uncovered during project
construction:

Construction personnel involved in the site clearing and subsequent grading and
trenching shall be warned that there is a potential for the discovery of archaeological
materials. Indicators of archaeological site deposits include, but are not limited to,
the following: darker than surrounding soils, evidence of fire (ash, fire altered rock
and earth, carbon flecks), concentrations of stone, bone and shellfish, artifacts of
these materials and burials, either animal or human.

In the event any unanticipated prehistoric or significant historic era cultural materials
are exposed during construction, all grading and/or excavation operations within 25
feet of the find shall be halted and a qualified professional archaeologist shall be
contacted for evaluation and further recommendations.

3. Conclusion
The project would not result in significant cultural resource impacts. (L ess Than Significant
Impact)
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F. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The following discussion of the geologic features, soils, and seismic conditions of the project siteis
based on the Cooper-Clark Geotechnical Investigation for the City of San José Sphere of Influence
(1974), the USGS Generalized Geologic Map (1975) and the County of Santa Clara, Department of
Public Works soil map sheet 10N/O4E (1964).

1. Setting
Regional Geologic Setting

The City of San José islocated in the eastern portion of Santa ClaraValley. SantaClara
Valley is surrounded by the Santa Cruz Mountains to the west and the Diablo Mountain
Range to the east. The slopes of the Santa Cruz Mountains range from 40 to 60 percent with
complex ridges that reach an elevation of 2,000 to 3,400 feet. The slopes of the Diablo
Mountains consist of parallel ridges that range from 20 to 60 percent in the higher elevations
and have a slope range of 20 to 40 percent near the valley floor. The elevation varies from
1,000 to 2,000 feet, in the lower foothills, to 4,300 feet at the highest peak. The geology
consists of Franciscan-Knoxville, marine sedimentary rocks, and Pliocene strata. The valley
floor consists mostly of Quaternary clay, sand, and gravel with isolated areas of Tertiary
volcanic rock.

The project siteis located on the Valley floor which was formed in the Holocene period
approximately 11,000 years ago by the sediment runoff of the many rivers and streams that
entered the Valley from both mountain ranges creating alluvial fans and flood plains. The
Valley floor is mostly flat and the elevation ranges from 150 to 400 feet above sealevel. The
aluvial fans are diversely defined as moderately to poorly sorted silt and clay rich in organic
material containing fresh-water and aboriginal artifacts; a potential resource that provides
deposits good for agriculture; and a potential hazard for shrink-swell problems and periodic
flooding.

Drainage from the valley floor runs mostly north into the San Francisco Bay. The drainageis
well developed, yet there are areas where poorly drained soils occur.

Regional ground water has been recorded at depths of roughly 10 to 20 feet below the ground
surface. Fluctuationsin ground water levels may occur seasonally and over a period of years
because of variation in precipitation, temperature, irrigation and other factors.

The project siteis located approximately 4.0 miles southeast of the Santa Teresa Hills. The
siteis approximately 0.3 miles west of Dry Creek and approximately one mile east of the
Guadalupe River, both of which flow northward towards San Francisco Bay.
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On-Site Geologic Conditions
Soils

The site soils are described as Quaternary aluvium (Qal), which consists of unconsolidated
to weakly consolidated silt, sand, and gravel. The alluvium in this area could be up to 50
metersin thickness. Yololoam (YaA) isunderlain by Quaternary alluvium.

The soils on-site could exhibit a moderate potential for expansion. Expansive soils shrink
and swell asaresult of moisture changes. These changes can cause heaving and cracking of
dabs-on-grade, pavements and structures founded on shallow foundations. Because the site
topography isflat, thereis no erosion or landslide hazard.

Seismicity

San Jose is within Santa Clara County, which is part of the seismically active San Francisco
Bay Area. Itisclassified as Zone 4, the most seismically active zone in the United States.
An earthquake of moderate to high magnitude generated within the San Francisco Bay region
could cause considerable ground shaking at the project site. The degree of shaking is
dependent on the magnitude of the event, the distance to its zone of rupture and local
geologic conditions. Potential seismic hazards could result from an earthquake on one of the
following major fault linesin the region: the San Andreas Fault, the Hayward Fault and the
Calaveras Fault. The San Andreas Fault runs north/south and parallel to the Hayward Fault
and the Calaveras Fault line. The San Andreas Fault is approximately 3.6 miles southwest of
the site, the Hayward Fault, approximately 8.0 miles northeast of the site, and the Calaveras
Fault, approximately 9.7 miles northeast of the site.

Liquefaction

Liquefaction isthe result of seismic activity and is characterized as the transformation of
loosely water-saturated soils from a solid state to aliquid-like state after ground shaking.
There are many variables that contribute to liquefaction including the age of the soil, soil
type, soil cohesion, soil density, and ground water level. The sediments left by the Diablo
Mountain Range and the Santa Cruz Mountains formed broad alluvial fans during the past
10,000 yearsresulting in arelatively young valley, which is more susceptible to liquefaction.

The project site has a moderately high potential for liquefaction, with a moderately low
potential for ground failure vertically, and alow potential for ground failure laterally.
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2.

Environmental Checklist and Discussion

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less Than

Potentially Significant Less Than

Significant
Impact

With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Significant No Impact

Impact

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Expose people or structuresto
potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:

a) Rupture of aknown earthquake
fault, as described on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of aknown fault?
(Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Specia Publication 42.)

b) Strong seismic ground shaking?

¢) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

d) Landdides?

Result in substantial soil erosion or
the loss of topsoil ?

Be located on a geologic unit or
soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as aresult of the
project, and potentially result in
on- or off-site landdlide, latera
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?

Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risksto life or
property?

Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
dternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of
wastewater?

O O oOodgd

N I R I I

M X O K X

O 0O X OO

1,56
15
15

1,809

N I R I I

7,89
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Discussion:
Soils

The project site includes moderately expansive soils, which may expand and contract as a
result of seasonal or man-made soil moisture conditions. Expansive soil conditions could
potentially damage the future buildings and improvements on the site which would represent
asignificant impact unless substantial damage is avoided by incorporating appropriate
engineering into grading and foundations design. The proposed project is not expected to be
exposed to the slope instability, erosion or landslide-related hazards, due to the flat
topography of the site.

Impact: Due to the expansion potential on the proposed site, there is a potential to
expose people and structures to significant geological hazards. Implementation of standard
grading and best management practices would prevent substantial erosion and siltation during
development of the site.

Mitigation:  As part of the City’ s evaluation of the proposed development proposal, the
following mitigation measure would be incorporated into or required of the proposed project.

A design-level geotechnical investigation for the project would be completed to
address the potentia geologic hazards previously identified on the site. The
geotechnical investigation for individual buildings would be completed and submitted
to the City Geologist prior to construction.

Seismicity and Seismic Hazards

As previously discussed, the project site islocated in a seismically active region, and
therefore, strong ground shaking would be expected during the lifetime of the proposed
project. While no active faults are known to cross the project site, ground shaking on the site
could damage buildings and other proposed structures, and threaten the welfare of future
residents. The liquefaction potential on the site is moderately high, and the ground failure
potential ranges from moderately low to low. A project-specific geotechnical report will be
prepared for the proposed project. Compliance with the recommendationsin this
geotechnical report would reduce potential seismic impacts to aless than significant level. In
addition, the project buildings would be designed and constructed in conformance with the
Uniform Building Code guidelines for Seismic Zone 4 to avoid or minimize potential damage
from seismic shaking and seismic-related hazards on the site.

I mpact: While the project site is subject to strong seismic ground shaking, like the rest
of the Bay Area, potential impacts associated with future exposure to the proposed project
will be reduced or avoided by conformance with the standards specified in the Uniform
Building Code for Seismic Zone 4 and with the recommendations of the geotechnical study
required of the proposed project.
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Mitigation:  Development on the project site would be subject to the following mitigation
measure:

Seismic hazards would be mitigated by construction practices in accordance with
Seismic Zone 4 building criteria, as required in the Uniform Building Code.

3. Conclusion
Development of the proposed project, in conformance with standard engineering practices

and the requirements above would not result in significant geological impacts. (Less Than
Significant Impact)
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G. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUSMATERIALS

1. Setting

As described previoudly, the 1.74-acre siteis currently developed with a church. The
existing church was built in the late 1950s.> The majority of the site is paved, with the
exception of the northeast portion of the site. A storage shed was observed in the eastern
portion of the site. Several five gallon buckets of “wall finish” were stored behind the shed.

Potential On-Site Contamination Sour ces

Due to the age of the church, asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) may be present.
Potential ACMs wereidentified during a previous site assessment. ACMs are of concern
because exposure to ACMs has been linked to cancer. ACMs are defined by the EPA as
materials containing more than one percent (1%) asbestos. Title 8, Section 1529, of the
California Code of Regulations (CCR), however, defines asbestos-containing construction
material (ACCM) as any manufactured construction material which contains more than one-
tenth of one percent (0.1%) asbestos by weight.

Lead-based paint is of concern, both as a source of direct exposure through ingestion of paint
chips and as a contributor to lead interior dust and exterior soil. Lead waswidely used asa
major ingredient in most oil-based paints prior to 1950. In 1978, the Consumer Product
Safety Commission banned the use of lead as an additive in paint. Based on the age of the
buildings, lead-based paint may also be present.

Potential Off-Site Contamination Sour ces

A database search was undertaken for this project in August 2003 for the purpose of
identifying all sites within the project area where there are known or suspected sources of
contamination, as well as sites that handle or store hazardous materials. Federal, state, local,
historical and brownfield databases were searched. The databases searched and results are
presented in Appendix B of thisInitial Study. The identification of nearby contaminated or
hazardous materials sites is important so that potential land use compatibility and public
safety impacts can be avoided and/or mitigated.

There were three sites reported on the California Hazardous Material Incident Report System
(CHMIRS) database within approximately one mile of the project site, 17 siteslisted in the
Cdlifornia Environmental Protection Agency/Office of Emergency Information (CORTESE)
database within approximately one mile of the project site, three sites listed as having leaking
underground storage tanks (LUSTS) in the State Water Resources Control Board Leaking
Underground Storage Tank Information System database within 0.5 miles of the project site,
and one site listed in the Historical UST Registered Database within approximately 0.25
miles of the project site.

3 Steve Pruett. Gateway Community Church. Personal Communications, August 2003.
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2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Less Than

Potentially ~ Significant LessThan

Significant
Impact

With
Mitigation

Significant No Impact
Impact

Beneficia
Impact

Information

Source(s)

Incorporated

Would the project:

1) Create asignificant hazard to the
public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal
of hazardous materials?

2) Create asignificant hazard to the
public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materialsinto
the environment?

3) Emit hazardous emissions or

handle hazardous or acutely

hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school ?

Belocated on asitewhichis

included on alist of hazardous

materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section

65962.5 and, as aresult, would it

create a significant hazard to the

public or the environment?

5) For aproject located within an
airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of apublic
airport or public use airport, would
the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in
the project area?

6) For aproject within the vicinity of
aprivate airstrip, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project
area?

7) Impair implementation of, or
physically interfere with, an
adopted emergency response plan
or emergency evacuation plan?

4)

0 L] X 0 [ 1
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Less Than
Potentially  Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project:

8) Expose people or structures to a L] L] L] X L] 1
significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are
adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences are intermixed
with wildlands?

Discussion:
Potential On-Site Contamination Sour ces

Asmentioned previously, ACMs and lead-based paint may be present in the existing building
on the site. The National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)
guidelines require that all potentially friable ACMs be removed prior to building demolition
or renovation that may disturb ACMs.

Demolition of buildings which contain |ead-based paint may create |ead-based dust at
concentrations which would expose workers and nearby receptorsto potential health risks.
State regulations require that air monitoring be performed during and following renovation or
demolition activities at sites containing lead-based paint. If the lead-based paint is peeling,
flaking, or blistered, it would need to be removed prior to demolition. It isassumed that such
paint would become separated from the building components during demolition activities;
and must be managed and disposed of as a separate waste stream. If the lead-based paint is
still bonded to the building materials, its removal is not required prior to demolition.
Currently, the EPA and U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development are proposing
additional lead-based paint regulations.

I mpact: Demolition of the buildings on-site could expose construction workers or
nearby receptors to harmful levels of lead or ACMs.

Mitigation:  Adherence to the following regulatory programs and implementation of the
following mitigation measures would reduce potential impacts due to the presence of ACMs
and/or |ead-based paint:

Requirements outlined by Cal/OSHA Lead in Construction Standard, Title 8, CCR
1532.1 shall be followed during demolition activities, including employee training,
employee air monitoring and dust control. Any debris or soil containing lead-based
paint or coatings shall be disposed of at landfills that meet acceptance criteriafor the
waste being disposed.
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All potentially friable ACMs shall be removed in accordance with NESHAP
guidelines prior to building demolition or renovation that may disturb the materials.
All demolition activities shall be undertaken in accordance with OSHA standards
contained in Title 8 of the CCR, Section 1529, to protect workers from exposure to
asbestos. Specific measures could include air monitoring during demolition and the
use of vacuum extraction for asbestos-containing materials.

A registered asbestos abatement contractor shall be retained to remove and dispose of
ACMs identified in the asbestos survey performed for the site.

Materials containing more than one percent (1%) asbestos are aso subject to
BAAQMD regulations.

Potential Off-Site Contamination Sour ces

As mentioned previously, the database search found three CHMIRS sites, 17 CORTESE
sSites, three LUST sites, and one HIST UST site within one mile of the site. The nearest site
identified by the database search isa HIST UST site located at 1940 Hicks Avenue, within
approximately 0.25 miles of the project site. The HIST UST siteislocated north and likely
down-gradient from the site. Therefore, it isunlikely that this site would have impacted the
project site.

All other recorded facilities listed are located more than 0.25 miles and down-gradient from
the site, except for two CHMIRS sites. The mgjority of the sites are unlikely to have
impacted the project site. The two CHMIRS sites located up-gradient and approximately
0.75 miles to the south and approximately one mile to the southeast of the site. One
CHMIRS siteislocated at 2443 Booksin Avenue and was reported to have anti-freeze
leaking into astorm drain in 1994. The other CHMIRS site, located at 1320 Koch Drive, was
reported to have anon PCB mineral oil spill that was later cleaned up. Given the nature of
the incidents at these locations and their distance from the project site, it is unlikely that these
sites could have impacted the project site.

Other Hazards
The project site is not located within the Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Commission
(ALUC) jurisdiction, nor isit on one of the City’s designated evacuation routes. The siteis
also not located within an area subject to wildfires.
3. Conclusion
Implementation of the identified mitigation measures would reduce potential hazardous

materials impacts to aless than significant level. (Less Than Significant Impact with
Mitigation I ncor por ated)
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H. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

1. Setting
Drainage

There are no waterways present on the site. The nearest waterway is Dry Creek, a seasonal
waterway, located approximately 0.3 miles from the proposed site. Dry Creek originates at
Los Gatos Creek and flows into the Guadal upe River which flowsin anortherly direction for
approximately 13.0 miles, eventually emptying into the San Francisco Bay.

Runoff from the site is conveyed to the storm drain system within Cherry Avenue and Hicks
Avenue. Thesiteiscurrently developed with a church and a surface parking area. The
northeast portion of the site is currently undevel oped land with sparse vegetation. According
to the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map®, the
siteislocated within Zone D, which is defined as an area of undermined, but possible, flood
hazards.

The site is not subject to seiche or tsunami.
Water Quality

The water quality of streams, creeks, ponds, and other surface water bodies can be greatly
affected by pollution carried in contaminated surface runoff. Pollutants from unidentified
sources, known as non-point source pollutants, are washed from streets, construction sites,
parking lots, and other exposed surfaces into storm drains. Storm water runoff from the road
is collected by storm drains and discharged into Guadalupe River. The runoff often contains
contaminants such as oil and grease, plant and animal debris (e.g., leaves, dust, animal feces,
etc.) pesticides, litter, and heavy metals. In sufficient concentration, these pollutants have
been found to adversely affect the aquatic habitat of waterways such as Guadalupe River and
eventually San Francisco Bay.

The SCVURPPP was developed in accordance with the requirements of the revised 1995
version of the San Francisco Bay Basin Water Quality Control Plan, for the purpose of
reducing water pollution associated with urban storm water runoff. This program was also
designed to fulfill the requirements of Section 304(1) of the Federal Clean Water Act, which
mandated that the EPA develop NPDES Permit application requirements for various storm
water discharges, including those from municipal storm drain systems and construction sites.

* FEMA map number 060349-0031 D, for The City of San José, Santa Clara County, California. 1982.
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2.

Environmental Checklist and Discussion

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Potentially ~ Significant Less Than
Significant No Impact

Significant
Impact

Less Than
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Impact

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project:
1) Violate any water quality standards

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

8)

or waste discharge requirements?
Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that
there would be anet deficit in
aguifer volume or alowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g.,
the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wellswould drop to alevel
which would not support existing
land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?
Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of
the course of astream or river, ina
manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in
flooding on-or off-site?

Create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the capacity
of existing or planned storm water
drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade
water quality?

Place housing within a 100-year
flood hazard area as mapped on a
Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other
flood hazard delineation map?

Place within a 100-year flood
hazard area structures which
would impede or redirect flood
flows?

0
0

L]
L]

X
X

3 ] 1,10

] ] 1,2
] ] 1,2
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project:

9) Expose people or structuresto a L] L] X L] L] 1,2
significant risk of loss, injury, or
death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of
the failure of alevee or dam?

10) Be subject to inundation by seiche, ] ] ] X ] 1,2
tsunami, or mudflow?

Discussion:
Drainage

The proposed project would actually decrease the amount of impervious surfaces on the site.
Currently, 56,746 square feet, or 75 percent, of the site is covered with impervious surfaces.
This includes the existing church facility and surrounding parking area. The project proposes
landscaping and open space areas on the site. With the proposed design, approximately,
42,196 sguare feet, or 56 percent, of the site would be impervious. The proposed project,
therefore, would decrease the amount of runoff from the site. The proposed project would
include connections to nearby storm drains, and runoff from the development would not
exceed the capacity of drainage facilities. The specific drainage pattern of the site itself
would be dlightly altered due to the locations of the proposed residential houses.

Water Quality

Storm water from urban uses contains metals, pesticides, herbicides, and other contaminants
such as oil, grease, lead, and animal waste. Runoff from the proposed project may contain oil
and grease from parked vehicles, and sediment from the landscaped areas.

The project would be required to obtain an NPDES permit at the time of construction and
measures would be required to control both storm water quantity and quality.

The proposed project would be required to utilize structural and nonstructural control
measures and management practices to minimize the addition of pollution to the storm water
system. The project proposes specific storm water treatment, source control, and site design
measures to control storm water.

The project proposes the use of inlet filters for storm water treatment, mai ntenance measures,
such as street sweeping and catch basin cleaning, as source controls, and disconnect
downspouts in the site design to reduce storm water pollution.

I mpact: Implementation of the proposed project could result in increased storm water
pollution, particularly during construction.
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Mitigation:  The following mitigation measures will be included in the project to conform
to the current non-point source programs and to avoid or reduce hydrologic impactsto aless
than significant level:

Proposed development will comply with the NPDES permit issued to the City of San
José and other co-permittees of the SCVURPPP, and will include measures to control
pollutants discharged to the storm water system. Future activities that require a
permit from the City of San José will need to be evaluated for BMPs including, but
not limited to the following:

storm water retention or detention structures,

use of landscaped-based storm water treatment measures, such as biofilters
and vegetated swales to manage runoff from the site;

minimization of impervious surfaces and increased use of permeable
pavement;

if inlet filters are used, a maintenance program to maintain the functional
integrity of the systems;

damp sweeping of streets and on site parking lots;

routine storm drain cleaning; and

covering of dumpsters and materials handling areas

Prior to commencement of any grading, clearing, or excavation, the project applicant
would comply with the City of San Jos€ s Municipal Code and the State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB) NPDES General Construction Activities Permit
asfollows:

The applicant shall develop, implement, and maintain a SWPPP. The
SWPPP must specifically address BMPs that will be included in the project to
the maximum extent practicable, for both the construction and post
construction periods. The SWPPP would include erosion and sediment
control measures, waste disposal controls, post construction sediment,

mai ntenance responsibilities, and non-storm water management controls. The
applicant shall maintain a copy of the most current SWPPP on site and shall
provide a copy to any City representative or inspector on demand.

The applicant shall file aNotice of Intent (NOI) to be covered by the NPDES
Genera Permit for Construction Activity with the SWRCB 30 days prior to
any construction on the site.

In addition, the SWPPP must include a description of erosion control practices, which
may include BMPs as specified in the California Storm Water Best Management
Practice Handbook for reducing impacts on the City’ s storm drainage system from
construction activities.

The project will conform with the City’ s Grading Ordinance during construction.
Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the applicant shall submit copies of the NOI
and Erosion Control Plan (if required) to the City Project Engineer, Department of
Public Works.
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3. Conclusion

With the implementation of the above mitigation measures, the project would not result in
significant drainage or water quality impacts. (Less Than Significant Impact with
Mitigation I ncor por ated)
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LAND USE

1. Setting
Existing Land Use

The project siteislocated at 1952 Hicks Avenue in San José. The 1.74-acre parcel (APN
439-55-062) is developed with a church, associated driveways and parking spaces, and some
landscaping. The portion of the site fronting Hicks Avenue has two driveways leading to the
parking area. Landscaping, including lawns, small shrubs, and flowers, is present on the
southwest portion of the site, in front of the church. There are also some shrubs and flowers
along the northwest and southeast borders of the site.

The northeast portion of the site consists of a parking area and undeveloped land. A wire
fence divides this portion of the site. Skateboard ramps, wood planks, and haystacks are
stored in this area (see Photos 4 and 5). The undevel oped portion nearest Cherry Avenueis
vacant except for seven trees.

Surrounding Land Uses

Figure 3, an aeria photograph, shows the existing uses on and in the vicinity of the project
site. The surrounding land uses are single family residential and public/quasi-public.

Single family detached residential uses border the site to the north, south, and west. Willow
Glen High School, Willow Glen Plus High School, Willow Glen Middle School and Liberty
High School are located east of the site. The schools share an athletic field and track, which
islocated just east of the site, across Cherry Avenue.

2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

LAND USE

Less Than
Potentially ~ Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Incorporated
Would the project:
1) Physicaly divide an established O O O X O 1
community?
2) Conflict with any applicableland U] ] ] X Il 1,2,
use plan, policy, or regulation of an 11

agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to
the general plan, specific plan, local
coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose
of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

3) Conflict with any applicable habitat O O U] X O 1
conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?
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Discussion:
General Plan Designation

The site is designated as Public/Quasi-Public. Typicaly, thisland use designation is
intended for public and private uses such as schools, homeless shelters, and private hospitals.
According to the General Plan Discretionary Alternate Use Policy regarding Surplus
Public/Quasi-Public and Public Parks/Open Space Land, an alternate use, such asthe
proposed single family residential land use, isalowed. The proposed project is, therefore, in
conformance with the City’s General Plan.

Proposed Project

The project would result in the removal of the Gateway Community Church from the site.
The proposed project would be compatible with the existing land uses in the area.

Residential uses border the site to the north, south and west. The proposed project would not
place housing in an inappropriate location, and would not divide or disrupt an existing
community. The proposed project would not conflict with any adopted habitat or other
conservation plan.

3. Conclusion
The proposed project is consistent with applicable land use plans and policies and would not

result in any significant environmental impacts associated with the proposed residential uses.
(No Impact)
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MINERAL RESOURCES

1. Setting

The project siteis located along Hicks Avenue, within an urbanized area of San Jose. It does
not contain any known or designated mineral resources.

2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion
MINERAL RESOURCES
Less Than
Potentially  Significant Less Than Beneficial|Information
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation  Impact Impact | Source(s)
Incorporated
Would the project:
1) Resultintheloss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would o o o > [ 2
be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?
2) Resultintheloss of availability of a L] L] L] Y L] 2
locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on alocal
general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?
Discussion:  The project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource. No mineral resource recovery sites are located or designated within the proposed
site.
3. Conclusion

The project would not result in a significant impact from the loss of availability of a known

mineral resource. (No I mpact)
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K. NOISE

1. Setting
Background Information

Severd factorsinfluence sound asit is perceived by the human ear, including the actual level
of sound, the period of exposure to the sound, the frequencies involved, and fluctuation in the
noise level during exposure. Noise is measured on a*“decibel” scale which serves as an index
of loudness. Because the human ear cannot hear all pitches or frequencies, sound levels are
frequently adjusted or weighted to correspond to human hearing. This adjusted unit is known
asthe“A-weighted” decibel or dBA. Further, sound is averaged over time and penalties are
added to the average for noise that is generated during times that may be more disturbing to
sensitive uses such as early morning, or late evening.

Since excessive noise levels can adversely affect human activities (such as conversation and
dleeping) and human health, federal, state, and local governmental agencies have set forth
criteriaor planning goals to minimize or avoid these effects. The noise guidelines are aimost
always expressed using one of several noise averaging methods such as L e, L 4n, or CNEL .
Using one of these descriptorsisaway for alocation’s overall noise exposure to be
measured, realizing of course that there are specific moments when noise levels are higher
(e.g., when ajet istaking off from Norman Y. Mineta San José International Airport or a
leafblower is operating) and specific moments when noise levels are lower (e.g., during lulls
in traffic flows on Cherry Avenue or in the middle of the night). For thisreport, the Ly, will
be used as it is consistent with the guidelines for the City of San José and the State of
California.

Applicable Noise Standards and Policies

The City of San Jose's General Plan contains goals and policies which pertain to desired
noise levels for various land uses |ocated within the City. These policies and goals are
expressed in terms of the Lgo. The General Plan cites long-term and short-term exterior Ly
goalsfor residential uses of 55 dBA and 60 dBA, respectively. Outdoor uses on sites where
the Lg, is above 60 dBA should be limited to acoustically protected aress.

The General Plan a so distinguishes between noise from transportation sources and noise
from non-transportation (i.e., stationary) sources. The short-term exterior noise goal is 60
dBA Lg, for transportation sources. For stationary sources, the exterior noise goal is 55 dBA
Lqn @ the property line between sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools, libraries,
hospitals, etc.) and non-sensitive land uses (e.g., industrial, commercial, etc.).

The above noise goal's notwithstanding, the San José Genera Plan specifically recognizes
that these goals may not be achieved within the timeframe of the General Plan at certain areas
of the City, which are affected by noise from aircraft and major roadway traffic. These areas

° L o Stands for the Noise Equivalent Level and is a measurement of the average energy level intensity of noise over
agiven period of time such asthe noisiest hour. L ¢, stands for Day-Night Level and is a 24-hour average of noise
levels, with a 10 dB penalty applied to noise occurring between 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM. CNEL stands for
Community Noise Equivalent Levdl; it issimilar to the Ly, except that there is an additional five dB penalty applied
to noise which occurs between 7:00 PM and 10:00 PM. Asagenera rule of thumb where traffic noise
predominates, the CNEL and L 4, are typically within two dBA of the peak-hour L,
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include: 1) the Downtown Core Area, 2) the area around Norman Y. Mineta San Jose
International Airport, and 3) areas adjacent to major roadways.

Existing Noise Conditions

As described previoudly, the siteislocated in an urbanized area of San José. Thesiteis
currently occupied by a church and surface parking. Noise sensitive receptorsin the area

include the residential neighborhoods to the north, south and west of the site.

Vehicular traffic on Hicks Avenue and Cherry Avenue, both two-lane residential streets, are
the dominant sources of noise in the project site area. Other sources include noise from the
neighboring schools and fields across Cherry Avenue.

2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

NOISE

Less Than

Potentially Significant LessThan

Significant
Impact

With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Significant No Impact

Impact

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project result in:

1) Exposure of personsto or generation
of noise levelsin excess of standards
established in the local general plan
or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

2) Exposure of personsto, or
generation of, excessive
groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

3) A substantial permanent increasein
ambient noise levelsin the project
vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

4) A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levelsin
the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

5) For aproject located within an
airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of apublic
airport or public use airport, would
the project expose people residing
or working in the project areato
excessive noise levels?

6) For aproject within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise
levels?

[l

[l

X

[l

] 1
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Discussion:  The project proposes the development of eight single family residential units.
Long-Term Noise Impacts

The noise levels generated by activity at the project would be similar to existing noise levels
generated by the church and similar to levels generated by the adjacent residential land uses.

Given the site’ slocation within aresidential area, and the fact that the siteis not located near
any freeways or major arterials, it is not anticipated that the project would be subject to high
noise levels.

Short-Term Construction Impacts

It is anticipated that during the construction of the proposed project, the highest noise levels
would be generated by demolition, grading and paving equipment. Maximum noise levels
could reach 85 dBA at nearby houses for short periods of time when construction equipment
isclose. Construction equipment would be located in proximity to the residential
neighborhoods and schools for short periods of time, and the noise from construction would
likely be an annoyance to these land uses. Due to the proximity of the sensitive receptors,
this impact would be significant.

I mpact: The proposed project would result in a short-term increase in noise levelsin
the project area during demolition and construction activities.

Mitigation:  The proposed project would implement the following mitigation measures to
reduce noise impacts to nearby residentsto aless than significant level:

Construction will be limited to the hours of 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM. Monday through
Friday for any on-site or off-site work within 500 feet of any residential unit.
Construction outside of these hours may be approved through a devel opment permit
based on a site-specific construction noise mitigation plan, and afinding by the
Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement that the construction noise
mitigation plan is adequate to prevent noise disturbance of affected residential uses.

Equip al internal combustion engine-driven equipment with mufflerswhich arein
good condition and appropriate for the equipment.

Utilize “quiet” models of air compressors and other stationary noise sources where
technology exists.
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L ocate stationary noise-generating equipment as far as possible from sensitive
receptors when sensitive receptors adjoin or are near a project construction area.
Staging of construction equipment will be as far as feasible from the sensitive
residential and office uses to the north and west.

Prohibit unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines.

Designate a*noise disturbance coordinator: who would be responsible for responding
to any local complaints about construction noise. The disturbance coordinator would
determine the cause of the noise complaints (e.g., beginning work too early, bad
muffler, etc.) and institute reasonable measures warranted to correct the problem. A
telephone number for the disturbance coordinator would be conspicuously posted at
the construction site.

3. Conclusion

The proposed project would not generate significant long-term noise impacts.
Implementation of the mitigation measures identified above would minimize short-term noise
impacts during construction. (Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation

I ncor por ated)
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L. POPULATION AND HOUSING

1. Setting

According to the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) the City of San Jos€'s
population for 2000 was 972,200 with 957,000 households. For the year 2020, the projected
population is 1,101,500 and 1,084,600 households. The average number of persons per
household in San José in 2000 was 3.31, an average which is projected to decrease slightly to
3.19 by the year 2020.

Approximately 410,990 jobs were provided within the City of San José€' s Sphere of Influence
in 2000, and projections show an increase to 510,410 jobs by the year 2020.

The above data show an existing job/housing imbalance in San José, in that thereis a surplus
of housing in relation to the number of jobs within the City. Thisimbalance is opposite of
the condition that a number of other citiesin Santa Clara County experience, where thereisa
shortage of housing in relation to the number of jobs. In general, it ishighly desirable for
communities to have a balance between residences and jobs. The fact that, taken asawhole,
the Bay Area has a shortage of housing in relationship to the number of jobs is one reason
why there is a sizeable commute from outlaying residential areas as far away as the San
Joaquin Valley to jobsin the Bay Area.

Currently, thereis no housing on the project site. The existing Gateway Community Church
provides afew jobs on the site.

2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project:

1) Induce substantial population growth | [] L] X L] L] 1
in an areq, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads
or other infrastructure)?

2) Displace substantial numbers of L] L] L] X L] 1
existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

3) Displace substantial numbers of L] L] L] X L] 1
people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?
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Discussion:  Socio-economic impacts are not considered environmental impacts, as
defined by CEQA Guidelines 15131. However, the physical impacts associated with the
relationship between employment and housing include traffic, noise, and air quality impacts.
The project proposes the development of eight residential units. Asapart of the project, the
existing church would be demolished. Thus, the project would replace the existing jobs
provided by the church with residents. While the project would increase the number of
housing unitsin a City that already has more housing than jobs within its boundaries, thisis
not considered a significant environmental impact, because the proposed increase in the
number of residential unitsisminimal. Due to the small size of the project, the proposed
project is not considered to result in asignificant impact on the City’ s jobs/housing
imbalance.

3. Conclusion
The development of the site with the proposed residential project would not create substantial

new population growth and would not significantly affect the City’ s jobs/housing imbalance.
(Less Than Significant Impact)
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M.

PUBLIC SERVICES

1. Setting
Fire Service

Fire protection to the project site is provided by the San José Fire Department (SJFD), which
serves atotal areaof 203 square miles. The SJFD responds to all fires, hazardous materials
spills, and medical emergencies (including injury accidents) in the project area. Itisthe
SJIFD’ s goal to not exceed four minutes for the “first response” and six minutes for the
“second response” times.

The closest fire station to the site is San José Fire Station No. 6, located at 1386 Cherry
Avenue, approximately 0.8 miles from the site.

Police Station

Police protection services are provided to the project site by the City of San José Police
Department (SIPD). Officers patrolling the project area are dispatched from police
headquarters, located at 201 West Mission Street.

The SIPD consists of 83 beats. Each beat is assigned to one of 16 Districts. The beats are
identified with anumber and the Districts are identified with aletter. The project siteis
located in District T, Beat 3 of the SIPD’s service area. The most frequent crimesin the area
in the fourth quarter of 2002 included narcotics, petty theft, traffic accidents with no injuries,
simple assault and vandalism.

Schools

The project siteis located within the San José Unified School District. The nearest
elementary, middle, and high schools are Booksin Elementary School (approximately 0.3
miles from the site), Willow Glen Middle School (approximately 0.2 miles from the site),
Willow Glen High School (approximately 0.2 miles from the site) and Willow Glen Plus
High School (approximately 0.2 miles from the site).

Parks

The project siteislocated in Council District 6, which has 12 neighborhood parks. The
nearest park is Wallenberg Park, approximately 0.2 miles from the site. Council District 6
has atotal of 282.4 acres of neighborhood/community parkland. However, the district’s
parkland goal is approximately 295.9 acres; therefore, the district is considered deficient in
park space.
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2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

PUBLIC SERVICES

Less Than
Potentially  Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation ~ Impact
Incorporated

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project:

1) Result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physicaly
altered governmental facilities, the
need for new or physically atered
governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of
the public services:

Fire Protection? ] ] J 24 m 1
Police Protection? ] O] ] X O 1
Schools? ] ] ] X ] 1
Parks? [ [ [ X L] 1
Other Public Facilities? ] ] ] X ] 1

Discussion:
Fireand Police Service

The project would be constructed in conformance with current codes, including features that
would reduce potential fire hazards. The project design would aso be reviewed by the SIFD
to ensure that it incorporates appropriate safety features to minimize criminal activity.

Given theinfill site location and the relative small size of the project, the project is unlikely
to substantially increase the demand for public services, including fire and police protection,
or to require construction or expansion of public facilities.

Schools

The project would add approximately 27 additional residents to the site area, and therefore,
would not significantly increase the demand for local schools and park facilities.
Furthermore, the proposed project would not be anticipated to trigger construction of a new
school.

Parks

Given the number of parks and recreation facilities (e.g. school athletic fields) in the area and
the small number of residents generated by the proposed project, the project is not anticipated
to significantly impact park facilities or require construction of new facilities.
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3. Conclusion

The proposed project would incrementally increase demand for public services and facilities
at the project site. The project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with aneed for new facilitiesin order to maintain acceptable levels of service or
performance objectives for public services. (Less Than Significant Impact)
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RECREATION

1. Setting

The City of San José currently manages 3,500 acres of regional and neighborhood parkland.
The City provides developed parklands, open space, and community facilitiesto serveits
residents. Some of these facilities are supplemented by other public uses such as public
school playgrounds and fields, county parks, and trail facilities on Santa ClaraValley Water
Digtrict lands. Park and recreation facilities vary in size, use, type of service, and provide for
neighborhood, citywide, and regional uses. The City’s Departments of Parks, Recreation and
Neighborhood Services, General Services and Public Works are responsible for the design,
construction, operation, and maintenance of all City park and recreational facilities.

The City’s General Plan has established level of service benchmarks for parks and
community centers. The City has aservice level goal of 3.5 acres of neighborhood and
community serving parkland per 1,000 residents, of which aminimum of 1.5 acresis City-
owned and up to two acres is school playground/fields. All of this parkland would be located
within 0.75 of amile walking distance of each residence. In addition, the City seeksto
provide 7.5 acres of regionally serving parkland and 500 square feet of community center
space per 1,000 residents.

The project siteislocated in Council District 6, which has one community garden, 12
neighborhood parks, one trail, and a senior center. Council District 6 has atotal of 282.4
acres of neighborhood/community parkland. However, the district’s parkland goal is
approximately 295.9 acres; therefore, the district is considered deficient in park space.

2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion
RECREATION
Less Than
Potentially Significant LessThan . .
Significant With Significant No Impact Blend;'tal InSf(c))rmatlon
Impact Mitigation Impact mp urce(s)
Incorporated
Would the project:
1) Increase the use of existing L] L] X L] L] 1
neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be
accelerated?
2) Doesthe project include recreational L] L] X L] L] 1
facilities or require the construction
or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse
physical effect on the environment?
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Discussion:  Future residents of the proposed project site would use recreational facilities
inthearea. Given the small size of the project and the existing recreation field adjacent to
the site, the project is unlikely to create significant new demand for recreational services or
facilities. In addition, the proposed project would be required to provide both private and
common open space in order to conform to the City’ s adopted Residential Design Guidelines.

The City of San José has adopted the Parkland Dedication Ordinance (PDO) (Chapter 19.38)
and Park Impact Ordinance (PIO) requiring residential devel opersto dedicate public parkland
or pay in-lieu fees, or both, to offset the demand for neighborhood parkland created by their
housing developments. Each new residential project is required to conform to the PDO and
PIO. The acreage of parkland required is based upon the Acreage Dedication Formula
outlined in the Parkland Dedication Ordinance.® The project would be required to comply
with City policies regarding parkland dedication.

3. Conclusion
The proposed project would incrementally increase the demand of servicesin the area.

However, for the reasons stated above, the project would not result in significant adverse
impactsto recreational facilities. (Less Than Significant | mpact)

® Minimum Acreage Dedication = (0.003 acres) x (number of dwelling units) x (average persons per household).
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O. TRANSPORTATION

1. Existing Setting

Existing Roadway Networ k

The existing roadway network serving the study area includes regional facilities, such as
freeway and expressways, as well aslocal roadways such as arterials, collectors, and local
streets. Regional and local access to the proposed site is provided viathe streets described
below.

Regional Access

I nter state 280 (1-280) is an eight-lane, north-south freeway. Near downtown San Jose, it has
an east/west orientation. Access to and from the site is provided via an interchange at
Meridian Avenue and Bird Avenue.

[-880 is north-south freeway providing regional access from East Bay cities to San José,
where it becomes State Route 17. Accessto the project siteis provided via Hamilton
Avenue.

State Route 87 (SR 87) isafour-lane freeway that is aligned in a north-south orientation.
SR 87 begins a its interchange with SR 85 and extends northward to Taylor Street where it
becomes an at-grade facility and changes designation to Guadalupe Parkway. Guadalupe
Parkway runs north, with an interchange at US 101, and becomes Charcot Avenue at First
Street. The segment of Guadal upe Parkway between Taylor Street and US 101 will be
upgraded to a six-lane freeway as part of the SR 87 freeway upgrade project. Accessto the
project siteis provided via Curtner Avenue.

Almaden Expressway is asix-lane north-south major arterial. It beginsjust south of
downtown San José and extends southward into the Almaden Valey where it terminates at
Harry Road. Almaden Expressway provides access to the site via Lincoln Avenue.

Local Access

Hicks Avenue is a two-lane, north-south roadway that begins at its intersection with Glen
Dell Drive and extends southward and ends at Curtner Avenue.

Cherry Avenue is atwo-lane, north-south roadway that extends from Fruitdale Avenue to
Bouret Drive. Cherry Avenue is a discontinuous road between Avis Drive and Glen Eyrie
Avenue where Los Gatos Creek runs. Cherry Avenue becomes a west-east roadway from
Bouret Drive to Almaden Expressway.
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Existing Transit Service

The Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) has jurisdiction over public
transit in Santa Clara County. Santa Clara County VTA currently operates three local bus
routes, bus route 26, 62 and 82 within the vicinity of the proposed project.

Route 26 provides service between Eastridge and Sunnyvale/Lockheed Martin via Campbell
Avenue, Bascom Avenue, Curtner Avenue/Tully and Capitol Expressway, with 20-minute
headways during commute hours. Bus Route 26 stops at Curtner Avenue and Meridian
Avenue and Curtner Avenue and Lincoln Avenue within the project vicinity.

Route 63 provides service between Almaden Valley and San José State via Meridian Avenue
and Camden Avenue, with 20-minute headways during commute hours. Bus Route 63 stops

at Meridian Avenue and Curtner Avenue and Meridian Avenue and Hamilton Avenue within

the project vicinity.

Route 82 provides service between 19"/Mission and Westgate via Hamilton Avenue/Pine
Avenue, Newport Avenue and Minnesota Avenue, with 30-minute headways during
commute hours. Bus Route 82 stops at Meridian Avenue and Hamilton Avenue and
Minnesota Avenue and Lincoln Avenue within the project vicinity.

Existing Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Various bikeways are found along the previously described roadways within the vicinity of
the project site. Class || bikeways are provided on Curtner Avenue and Cherry Avenue.”

The streets fronting the site (Hicks Avenue and Cherry Avenue) have sidewalks on both sides
of the street.

7 Class |1 bikeways are bicycle lanes on the edge of roadways reserved for the exclusive use of bicycles, so
designated with special signing and pavement markings.
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2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Less Than

Potentially  Significant Less Than

Significant
Impact

With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Significant No Impact

Impact

Beneficia
Impact

Information
Source(s)

Would the project:
1) Causeanincreasein traffic whichis

2)

3)

4)

5)
6)

7)

substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street
system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity
ratio of roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

Exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, alevel of service
standard established by the county
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?
Result in achangein air traffic
patterns, including either an increase
in traffic levels or achangein
location that results in substantial
safety risks?

Substantially increase hazards due to
adesign feature (e.g., sharp curves
or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible land uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency
access?

Result in inadequate parking
capacity?

Conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus
turnouts, bicycle racks)?

[l

0O 0O

[l

O O

X

O O

[l

X X

[l

O O

1,2

1,2

1,2
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Discussion:  Based upon the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ trip generation rates,
the proposed redevel opment project would generate approximately eight peak hour trips, and
the project would not adversely impact levels of service at signalized intersections or on
freeway segments.® The project would not result in more than 100 new peak hour trips, and
per City of San José and VTA Transportation Impact Analysis Guidelines, a transportation
impact analysisis not required. Based on this, the project would be in conformance with the
City of San José Transportation Level of Service Policy and would not result in a significant
impact.

The project proposes street improvements, such as construction of a curb, gutter and
sidewalk, on the half of Cherry Avenue which fronts the site. The project would not impact
any bhicyclefacilities in the project vicinity or conflict with adopted policies, plans or
programs supporting alternative transportation.

3. Conclusion

The proposed project would not result in substantial additional peak hour traffic in the area or
result in significant impacts to the transportation system. (Less Than Significant | mpact)

8 | nstitute of Transportation Engineers. Trip Generation. (#DU) x (1.01 trip generation on aweekday, peak hour of
adjacent street traffic, one hour between 4 and 6 PM/DU)
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P. UTILITIESAND SERVICE SYSTEMS

1. Setting

Water service to the site is supplied by the San José Water Company. Sanitary sewer lines
are owned and maintained by the City of San José. Storm drainage linesin the areaare a'so
provided and maintained by the City of San José. Thereisan eight inch and 12 inch storm
drain line aong Cherry Avenue.

Residential solid waste and recycling collection servicesin the area of the site are provided
by the Green Team of San José. San José has a contract with Newby Island Landfill which
extends to 2019. The City of San José disposes approximately 250,000 tons of residential
garbage per year at Newby Island Landfill.

Natural gas and electric serviceis provided to the site by Pacific Gas and Electric. There are
above ground electrical lines along the site’ s northern and southern boundary.

2. Environmental Checklist and Discussion

UTILITIESAND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less Than
Potentially ~ Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project:

1) Exceed wastewater treatment O O X L] [] 1,2
requirements of the applicable
Regiona Water Quality Control
Board?

2) Requireor result in the construction L] L] X L] L] 1,2
of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

3) Require or result in the construction L] L] X L] L] 1,2
of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which
could cause significant
environmental effects?

4) Have sufficient water supplies L] L] X L] L] 1,2
available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources,
or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

5) Result in adetermination by the L] L] X L] L] 1
wastewater treatment provider
which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity
to serve the project’ s projected
demand in addition to the provider's
existing commitments?
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UTILITIESAND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less Than
Potentially  Significant Less Than
Significant With Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

Beneficial |Information
Impact | Source(s)

Would the project:

6) Beserved by alandfill with L] L] L] Y L] 1,2
sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’ s solid
waste disposal heeds?

7) Comply with federal, state, and local | [ O O X L] 1,2
statutes and regulations related to
solid waste?
Discussion:
Water Supply

Development of residential uses on the project site would increase demand for water but
would not substantially increase demand beyond what is anticipated for the City’ s existing
General Plan.

Storm Drainage

The proposed project would result in amix of paved and landscaped surfaces. The proposed
project would result in a decrease of impervious surfaces, which would decrease the amount
of runoff from the site (see discussion in Section H. Hydrology). The project proposes
additional storm drains along Cherry Avenue.

Sanitary Sewer

The project site would dightly increase the demand on the sanitary sewer services provided
by the City of San José. The dwelling units that would be developed on the site as aresult of
the proposed project would generate approximately 1,920 gallons per day of sewage, which
would have to be transported and treated.’

Solid Waste

The proposed project would generate an increase in solid waste associated with future
residents, therefore, resulting in an incremental increase in residential solid waste. The
generation of solid waste resulting from future growth would continue to be minimized
through implementation of the City’s Integrated Waste Management Program, includes the
following services:

curbside collection of residential recyclables from both single family and multifamily
dwellings (including aluminum, glass, tin, mixed paper, mixed plastic bottles, waste
oil, and small scrap);

° Andrew Turner. City of San José Department of Public Works. Personal Communication, 2003. Based on the
following formula: sewage gallons per day = (DU) x (240 gal./DU/day)
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collection of bulky goods from residences, city corporation yards, and city sponsored
neighborhood clean-up events for potential reuse and recycling;

processing and marketing of recyclables at materials recovery facilities; and
community relations/education programs,

curbside collection of yard trimmings from single-family and multi-family dwellings.
3. Conclusion

The proposed project would not require substantial new utility lines and would not exceed the
capacity of existing utility systems. (Less Than Significant Impact)
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Q.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than
Potentially  Significant Less Than
Significant With

Impact Mitigation Impact

Significant No Impact

Beneficia
Impact

Information
Source(s)

1)

2)

3)

Does the project have the potential to degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of afish or wildlife species,
cause afish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of arare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
Cdliforniahistory or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts that are
individualy limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project
are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Incorporated

L X

L L

15

Discussion: The proposed project would add eight single family detached residential unitsto
the project site. The proposed project would be consistent with the surrounding land uses,
would not create significant amounts of noise, air quality, or land use impacts, nor would it
create any other significant impactsto the site. The proposed project would not result in
significant environmental impacts with the implementation of the mitigation measures

described in this report.

Conclusion:

The proposed project would not result in unavoidable or unmitigatable significant impacts.
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